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A bstract

Themethod ofQCD sum rules in the presence of the extemal electrom agnetic
F eld is used to analyze radiative decays of cham ed or bottom ed m esons
suchasD ! D andB ! B ,wih the susceptibilities obtained previously
from the study of baryon m agnetic m om ents. O ur predictions on D decays
agree very well w ith the experin ental data. T here are di erences am ong the
various theoretical predictionson B decays but the data are not yet available.
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Heavy avor physics provides a natural and convenient laboratory for testing basic
deas such asthe CKM m atrix, heavy quark symm etry, and aspects related to quantum
chrom odynam ics (QCD ). Indeed, it is often believed that the nonperturbative aspects of
QCD may play a lss signi cant role In the heavy quark sector as com pared to that in
the light quark system s, thereby o ering sin pli cations In testing fundam ental ideas.

T he situation regarding radiative decays of cham ed and bottom ed m esons such as
D !' D andB ! B isa little confusing at the mom ent. In the cham ed sector,
the predictions [1,2] based on heavy quark symm etry di er from those [B] obtained by
In plem enting sim ultaneously both heavy quark symm etry and chiral symm etry. And,
yet, these predictions also di er signi cantly from those MB] cbtained In a relativistic
constituent quark m odel. T he disparity am ong these predictions m akes it very di cul,
ifnot In possble, to assess the signi cance of the underlying idea (s) under investigation.

A s a potentially useful bendhm ark, we wish to present and discuss the predictions
which m ay be obtained by em ploying the m ethod ofQCD sum rules [], epecially using
such m ethod in the presence of an extemal electrom agnetic eld 6, i7]. The in portant
aspect here is that the various susceptibilities Involved in such m ethod have already been
detem ined from previous studies of baryon m agnetic m om ents and as a result our pre—
dictions are param eter-free on top of the straightforw ard nature of applying the m ethod
to the heavy quark sector.

W e recall [, 7] that the twopoint correlation function (p) in the presence of the
constant electrom agnetic eld F' may be usad as the basis for the derivation of QCD
sum rules. Using the radiative decay B ° ! B? asa speci ¢ exam plk, we have
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w ith a the color lndex. The decay constants fz and fz are de ned as
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where  is the polarization 4-vector ofthe B m eson.
The decay processB (1 ) ! B (0 )+ may be characterized uniquely as follow s:
Lpp =2t @A B @B; @)
mp
where A is the electrom agnetic eld. T he corresponding partialw idth is
% s P2
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wih Paqp theB meson momentum in the CM frame (ie. in the rest fram e of the initial
vectormeson B ).

The external eld F may induce changes In the physical vacuum and m odify the
propagation of quarks. Up to dimension six d 6), we m ay introduce three Induced

ocondensates as follow s.
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where g refers m ainly to u or d wih suiabl m odi cations for the s quark @Whik the
condensates nvolving the cham orbottom quark are assum ed to be negligble), e is the
unit charge, g, = %, and e = % In studying baryon m agnetic m om ents, Io e and
Sm ilga [4] obtained the nuclon anom alous m agnetic m om ents p=30and ,= 290
( 10% ) wih the quark condensate susceptibilities 8GeVand , quite small
Balitsky and Yung {]] adopted the onepolk approxin ation to estin ate the susceptibilities
and obtained,

= 33Gev?; =022; = 044: (7)



Subsequently Belyaev and K ogan ] extended the calculation and obtained an in proved
estimate = 5:7GeV? using thetwopoleapproxin ation. Chiu et al [l also estin ated
the susceptbilities w ith twopole m odel and obtained

= 44Gev?; =04; = 08: @®)

Furthem ore, Chiu and co-workers [Ll(] re-analysed the various sum rules by treating
, and  as free param eters to provide an overall t to the ocbserved baryon m agnetic

m om ents. T he opitin al values which they cbtained are given by
= 3Gev?; =05 = 15: ©)

W e note that In these analyses the susosptibility values are consistent w ith one another

except for the earliest result = 8Gev? m [], which is considerably larger (in m ag—
niude). In what ollow s, we shall adopt the condensate param eters = 35Gev?,
2 + Owih , quite anall, which represent the average of the latter values dis-

cussed above. The sam e set of susceptibilities yields a very good overall agreem ent 9]
w ith the experim ent for the vector m eson decays in SU¢ (3) sector (; d; s).
At the quark level, the correlation function () m ay be evaluated w ith the aid of
the formula: .
)= i d'xe™TrisS ( x) iS5°x)is] (10)
where iS5 (x) is the quark propagator in the presence of the extemal eletrom agnetic eld

F  [G]. To incorporate the (heavy) quark m ass, we choose to work in m om entum space.



For exam ple, we have, for the down quark propagator,
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withpy p .Herewellow [,7]]and do not ntroduce nduced condensates of higher
dim ensions.

Substituting the quark propagator back into (©) (@nd neglecting condensates re—
lated to the heavy quark), we cbtann
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N ote that the operators w ith lowest dimension (d= 1) arise from the heavy quark m ass
m, and the Induced light quark condensate hO0fgPi, which are repectively the rsttwo
term s n Eq. {12). The next two tem s represent din ension-three contrbutions arising
from the three condensates WOpgPi, hOFEgPi, and hOpgPi. At dimension ve, we have
kept only the quark-glion m ixed condensate fhe rem aining two tem s n ({2)] as the
contrbutions from gluon condensates are found to be negligble.

T he short-distance operatorproduct expansion (12) converges rapidly. Forbottom ed

m esons, the perturbative tem contributes up to asmuch as 90% of the total sum rules



@t p? = 0), while the induced quark condensate dom inates the power corrections and its
contrbution is about 9% . The contrbutions from the condensates of higher din ensions
cancel am ong them selves and the net results are very an all. For cham ed m esons, the
perturbative contribution is about 70% as due to the com paratively an aller cham quark
m ass. A gain the contrbution from the Induced quark condensate is dom inant am ong the
rem aning power corrections. W e wish to point out that, unlke in the QCD sum rules
analyses of cham onium where the perturbative contrlbution and the gluon condensate
play a very in portant role, In the present analysis the contributions from the light quark
condensates h0FgPi and WOPgPi are n fact much m ore in portant than that from the
glion condensate.
At the hadronic kvel, we express (o) as follow s:
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where we w rite down explicitly the radingB ! B contrbution and denote the contri-
bution from the excited states and continuum sin ply by the ellipsis.

U nlike for light quark system s, Borel transform is no longer the m ost e cient way to
accentuate the contribution from the ground state. T he reason istwofold: First ofall, we
note that in perform ing B orel transform the singlepole contributions from excited states
give rise to an additionalterm AM 2 on the phenom enological side ofthe sum ruke §,14].
D ue to the an all energy gap between the ground state and excited states In heavy m eson
system s, this term could be fairly Jarge. O n the other hand, it was suggested [§,11] that
am ethod of taking suitable m om ents (as used below ) could bem ore e cient to suppress
the contrlbutions from the excited states, as the heavy quark m ass provides a natural
scale My ocp )-

To sin plify the num ericalm anipulation we adopt the follow Ing approxin ation:
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pomp PP omp @ )P

2
wherem? = 22 "2  The approxin ation is jisti ed to the kevelofone part :n 10* (sihce

(14)



mg mg = 46M €V and we are very far away from either of the two poles).
In order to pick out the ground state contrbution we de ne m om ents by taking
derivatives of the correlator (o) (the coe cient of F p o ©)) B, 11,

Mo i) ©)3pe- 27 Qz 0): (15)

At the phenom enological side (rhs.) we have

2
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where , Q@ %) contains the contrbutions from the higher resonances and the continuum .
m? 2 . .

Forhighn, , Q2) goes to zero rapidly because of the factors (-4 ) ? it contains and

2 2
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becauseMgo > My . So from a certain n onwardsM 7 2) willbe practically equalto

the contrdbution of the ground state. W e also introduce the ratios of the m om ents:

Q)

2 2
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which iInm ediately yields themassm; ifwe are at su ciently high n where , Q32)
n1 ©3) [1]. We use the ratios to check the convergency and consistency of our sum
rule. As doserved in §, 11] the stability region in n will change with the param eter

2

y = i—% and one should study the stability of the m om ents for grow Ing y. A plateau
develops for certain n and y if the sum rules work well, which arises from the balance
of the pertuabative contributions and power corrections, W e have checked that, in the
region y = 03 07and n= 11 16, themassm = %@ﬂactedjnthjsway
agrees very wellw ith the experin ental value. T he heavy quark m ass is scale dependent.
Wetdkemy, = 47GeV andm .= 13G&V ascommonly adopted In the QCD sum mulke
approach [, 14]. W e take the values from the standard two-point sum rules for the decay

constants fp and f5 4]

U sing the experin entalheavy meson massesmyg = 528GeV andmyp = 533GeV [17]



and equating
M PP = M PR0) 9)

wih y,n in the region y= 03 07,n= 11 16 where the plateau develops, we nally

obtain
Jg ogo = 490 014,'
gy +p+ = 68 0:6; (20)
%5, = 50 05:

W e have included the correction due to the strange quark massm s = 150M &V which
reproduces roughly the B B mass spolitting. Note that the hdicated errors are due
to the method of QCD sum ruls itself. Typically in the region v = 03 0{7 and
n=11 16 the perturbative tem , the nduced quark condensate, the dim ension-three
correction, and the din ension— ve correction contribute 56% ,57%, 18%, and 5% ofthe

sum rule, respectively. U sing the above couplings, we cbtain the partialw idth as follow s:

g 0y go = 013  0:03keV ;
g +1p+ = 038 006keV ; @1)
.1 B, = 022 004keV ;
which are also listed in Tabl I. T he experin ents to m easure these partialw idths are yet
to be carried out.
T he above derivation holds for cham ed m esons, except that the cham quark is not
50 heavy as the bottom quark so that the plateau develops at largery (y = 15 290,
n=>5 8).Using the sum rmulevaluesf = 170 10M &V and § = 240 20M &V and

the cbserved massesmp = 187GV andmp, = 2:01G&V, we obtain the couplings:
O opo = 288 03;
g +ps = 038 01; @2)
%o, = 03 0d:
The sum ml Prg, oyo is stable. However, the sum rul forg, -+ su ers from the
fact that the perturbative contributions from the cham and up quarks tend to cancel



each other. To extract g, +,+ relablkly, we combie the sum mls brg, +,+ and
Oy opo togetanew stabl sum rules orthequantity (@, +p+ + G opo ). Neverthelkss,
the error is larger org, +,+ . The partialw idths as calculated from the above couplings

are given below .
p 01 po =129  2keV ;

b *1p+r = 023 0:dkev ; (23)
p.tp, = 013 0:05keV ;
which are also listed n Tablk I.
N ote that there are data from the CLEO collaboration f{15]:

—o» % _ 0572 0057 0:081;
b 01 p0 O
— =22 — 004 006 006; (24)
p Orpo
BO "! D* )= 0011 0014 0016:
Our resuls yield
+
— 0:018; @3)

which is consistent wih the CLEO data. On the other hand, the partial width for
D ! D+ hasalo been cbtained m aking use of the light-cone QCD sum rules {14].

O °! D% %= (@3 23)kev; 26)
© "' D)+ O "I DT %= @6 Tkev : 7)

Combining our predictions w ith these resuls, we obtain
= 0:56; ©8)
BO ! DY )= 0005; 29)

both ofwhith are n agreem ent w ith the CLEO data cited above.



TABLE I.Com parison between som e theoretical calculations based on heavy quark and
chiralsymm etry fI,, 3], the relativistic quark m odel ], and QCD sum rulesapproach (this

work). The unit iskev .

Cho® fii] Cho® ] Cheng 1| Jaus §]| thiswork
D %! DO 113 229 88 174 34 21169 129 2
D*! DY 106 105 83 81 2 056 | 023 04
D o! Dg - - 03 - 013 005
B %! BY | 0463 0261 0127 0203 028 0142 | 043 003
B ! B' | 0846 1494 066 0:931 0:84 0429 | 038 006
B ,! B, - - - - 022 004

¢ with the parametersm . = 1500M &V, m, = 4500M €V .

P with the param etersm . = 1700M €V, m, = 5000M &V .

To sum up, we collect in Table I the existing theoretical predictions on the radiative
decay w idths for the bottom ed and cham ed m esons. A s ndicated earlier, our predictions
In the cham sector are In good overall agreem ent w ith the existing CLEO data. In the
bottom sector, there are di erences (@lbeit less signi cant) am ong the various theoretical
predictions but the data are not yet available.

Thiswork is supported in part by the N ationalN atural Science Foundation of China
and by D octoral P rogram Foundation of the State Comm ission. It is also supported In
part by the N ational Science CouncilofR O C. (Tawan) under the grant N SC 862112—

M 002-010Y .

R eferences

L1 P.Cho and H .G eorgi, Phys. Lett.B 296, 408 (1992);B 300, 410E) (1993).

10



R]1J.F.Amundson,C.G .Boyd, E .Jenkins, M .Luke, A .V .M anchar, J.L.Rosner, M .

J.Savage, and M .B.W ise, Phys.Lett.B 296, 415 (1992).

Bl]H.Y.Cheng,C.Y.Cheung,G.L.Lin,Y.C.Lin, T.M .Yan,and H.L.Yu, Phys.
Rev.D 47,1030 (1993) and references therein.

4] W .Jaus, Phys.Rev.D 53, 1349 (1996).

BIM .A.Shifman, A . I. Vaishtein, and V. I. Zakharov, Nucl Phys. B 147, 385, 448
1979).

B]B.L.Io eand A .V .Smilga, Nucl Phys.B 232, 109 (1984).
[7] I. I.Balitsky and A .V .Yung, Phys. Lett.B 129, 328 (1983).

Bl]V .M .Belyaev and Ya.I.Kogan, Yad.Fiz 40, 1035 (1984) [Sov.J.Nucl Phys. 40,
659 (1984)].

O] SAA.Zhu,W ¥ .P.Hwang, and Z -S.Yang, Phys.Rev.D , subm ited forpublication.

0] C.B.Chii, J.Pasupathy, and S. J.W ilson, Phys. Rev.D 33, 1961 (1986); C.B.
Chi, S.L.W ilson, J.Pasupathy, and J.P.Singh, Phys.Rev.D 36, 1533 (1987).

1] L.J.Reinders, H .Rubinsteln, and S. Yazaki, Phys.Rep.127,1 (1985).
[l2] Particle D ata G roup, Phys.Rev.D 50, 1173 (1994).
[13] S.C.Generalisand D . J.Broadhurst, Phys. Lett.B 139, 85 (1984).

4]V .M .Belyaev,V .M .Braun, A .Khodpm iran, and R .Ruck], Phys.Rev.D 51, 6177
(1995).

[15] CLEO Collaboration, F .Butlret al,, Phys. Rev. Lett. 69, 2041 (1992).

11



